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or moral character is, in short, in Green's view, an organised
system of habits of will.

Stout also tells us that volition is distinguished from
mere conflict of desires by the decisive intervention of
self-consciousness; and that this self, which in moral
conflict self-consciously throws itself upon the side of
one desire and against others, is a unified system of
interests. Now an interest is, for Stout, a conative
tendency with the accompanying potentialities of feeling;
and the self, therefore, is a unified system of conative
tendencies.

These authors, then, have put forward in very general
terms the theory of action which I am defending. They
recognise will as a fundamental faculty co-ordinate with
cognition; they recognise that in all organisms (animals
and men alike), this faculty of striving is directed either
vaguely or with more or less of precision towards certain
kinds of action which tend to secure specific ends; that
when these conative tendencies are brought into play in
relative isolation, sporadic impulse, desire, or action is the
result; and they recognise that moral volition and moral
conduct depend upon the systematic organisation of such
tendencies; that, in short, moral volition expresses char-
acter or is character in action. Their doctrines, then,
imply the thesis here maintained ; namely, that in order
to explain or understand any action, we have to exhibit
it as the expression of some single conative disposition,
or of a conflict of, or of some conjunction of, such ten-
dencies, according to the plan of organisation of the
character; and that, when we thus show it to be an
instance of conation or appetition conforming to the
most general laws of appetition, we do all that as men
of science We can be called upon to do.